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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . This Office action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
filed under 37 CFR §1 .53(d) for the instant application on 6/27/06 . Applicants have 
properly set forth the RCE, which has been entered into the application, and an 
examination on the merits follows herewith. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-14, and 16-22 have been examined and rejected. This Office 
action is responsive to the amendment filed on 5/12/05, which has been entered in the 
above identified application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8-14, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the same job" in [line 37 of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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b. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the policy command action" in [line 20] of the 
claim. It is unclear as to which one of the policy command actions [line 3 
or line 18] is being referred to. 

c. Claim 1 0 recites the limitation "the same job" in [lines 2-3] of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

d. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the same job" in [line 37 of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

e. Claim 1 3 recites the limitation "the same job" in [line 3] of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

f. Claim 14 recites the limitation "the same job" in [line 4] of the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5, 8-14, and 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Park et al (Pub. No US 2001/0039594 A1). 
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Claims 1-5, 8, 9 (Method) 
Claims 10,11,21 (System) 

Claims 12, 22 (Computer Readable Storage Product comprising code for) 
Claim 14 (Computer Readable Storage Product comprising means for) 

6-1 . Regarding claims 1 , 10, 12, and 14 Park teaches the claim of a job management 
method for an information processing system that includes a plurality of information 
processing devices that execute a policy command action concerning a same job, by 
disclosing a method for enforcing workflow processes for website development and 
maintenance [paragraph 10, lines 1-2], Upon completion of a task, approval of the work 
performed may be required by one or more entities before further work is done to the 
resulting file or files [paragraph 12, lines 1-3, 9-14]. Thus, users on multiple devices may 
execute a policy command action to approve or disapprove a specific job. 

Park teaches the job management method comprising storing a stencil for a job 
definition statement, by disclosing a template script contained within a workflow 
template file [paragraph 56, lines 5-7] along with workflow markup that sets the workflow 
rules [paragraph 44, lines 1-3] used to create a job specification file [paragraph 41, lines 
4-7]. Park teaches data prescribing a user interface for job definition statement setup, 
by disclosing that a job may be created through end-user input from a browser interface 
[paragraph 41, lines 4-7]. Park teaches wherein the data prescribing a user interface for 
job definition statement setup is used to produce a user interface for generating a job 
definition statement, by disclosing that the browser creates one or more workflow forms 
[paragraph 52, lines 1-4] t which are created based on information in a workflow 
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template file [paragraph 49, lines 2-5]. Data is entered by users based on the rules in 
the workflow template file and configuration instructions to create a job specification 
[paragraph 49, lines 5-11]. Thus, the workflow template file contains data prescribing a 
user interface for job definition statement setup. 

Park teaches generating data for executing a process for generating a job 
definition statement based on contents set by a user via the user interface in 
accordance with the stencil for the job definition statement and the data prescribing the 
user interface for job definition statement setup and generating the job definition 
statement by executing the process in accordance with the generated data, by 
disclosing a technique for creating a job that automatically generates separate job 
specification files for each distinct set of user inputs [paragraph 41, lines 15-18] by using 
a workflow template file (containing a template script and workflow markup) along with 
user input [paragraph 41, lines 4-7]. 

Park teaches that the stencil and the data prescribing the user interface for job 
definition statement setup are stored in the computer-readable storage medium, by 
disclosing that a development server includes a conventional memory and a 
conventional processor which implements the website development methods of the 
present invention by executing software stored in memory [paragraph 21, lines 1-5]. 
Thus, the workflow template files, scripts, and forms are stored in memory, prior for 
generating data for executing the process. 
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Park teaches that a template script can insert text into a job specification 
programmatically [paragraph 59, lines 6-7] using the Perl programming language 
[paragraph 58, line 2]. 

Park teaches the stencil for the job definition statement defines an environment 
variable commonly referenced by all policy command actions that are written as a 
lower-level elements for a root policy rule, by disclosing that the template script 
elements that make up the workflow template file contains code that can define rules 
that validate user-entered data, define custom error messages to be displayed when 
data validation rules are not satisfied, and inspect incoming data and execute coded 
rules based on this data (for example, when an author's name is "Andre" three 
approvers may be required, whereas, when the author's name is "Jon" only one 
approver is required) [paragraph 58]. In order to determine the number of approvers, 
there inherently needs to be an environmental variable that is commonly used by each 
policy action involving whether or not a reviewer has approved or disapproved the job. 

Park teaches wherein the policy command action is capable of setting an initial 
value for a global environment variable because Perl is capable of assigning initial 
values for both local and global variables. 

Park does not expressly disclose the stencil for the job definition statement 
contains, in accordance with a user selection made via the user interface, a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description written in the stencil. However, examiner 
takes Official Notice that the Perl programming language contains conditional 
statements, which can be used to invalidate a specific description or portion of text. 
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Since the template script defines the workflow markups [paragraph 56, lines 6-7/ 
used to create workflow forms into which a user enters workflow configuration 
information via a browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4], it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description in the stencil by using the conditional 
statements provided by the Perl programming language in order to allow the user to 
have better control of text inserted into the job specification programmatically, since 
examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that the Perl programming language 
contains conditional statements. The invention of Park relates to control and 
administration of workflow processes utilized for website development and 
maintenance. The workflow model is an arrangement of tasks to be performed 
[paragraph 31]. As disclosed in [paragraph 58], Perl code may be used to inspect 
incoming data and execute coded rules based on this data. Thus, enforcing regulations 
with conditional statements to control the workflow based on user input would be 
beneficial. 

Park does not expressly teach the environment variable being a global variable, 
rather than a local variable, that is referenced by all policy command actions that are 
written as lower-level elements for a root policy rule. However, Examiner takes Official 
Notice that global variables are well known in Perl and are used to avoid having to pass 
frequently-used variables continuously throughout several functions. Since Park 
teaches that if a workflow template file contains more than one template_script element, 
all variables, functions, and libraries set in one element are preferably available in 
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others [paragraph 57], it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made, to include the use of global variables among the 
elements, since Examiner takes Official Notice that global variables are well known in 
Perl and are used to avoid having to pass frequently-used variables continuously 
throughout several functions. 

6-2. Regarding claim 2, Park teaches the claim of the method wherein the stencil for 
the job definition statement is written in XML format, by disclosing that the workflow 
template file containing the workflow markup and template script elements used to 
define the workflow markups is an XML file [paragraph 41, lines 2-3]. 

6-3. Regarding claim 3, Park teaches the claim of the method wherein the data 
prescribing the user interface for setting the job definition statement is written in XML 
format and positioned in a file in which the stencil for the job definition statement is 
written, by disclosing that a job may be created through a combination of workflow rules 
defined in a workflow template file (e.g., an XML file) and end-user input from the 
browser interface. The workflow rules of the template and user input may be interpreted 
by a common gateway interface to dynamically create a job specification file [paragraph 
41, lines 4-13]. Based on the workflow markup, the instantiator CGI creates one or more 
workflow forms into which a user can enter workflow configuration information via the 
browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4]. The template script and workflow markup that make 
up the stencil are contained within the workflow template file [paragraph 56, lines 5-7], 
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6-4. Regarding claim 4, Park teaches the claim of the method wherein the user 
interface is capable of opening a window, which is organized to prompt a user for setup, 
in order to prompt the user to set the job definition statement, by teaching a browser 
interface GUI that lets a user select a workflow template, such as from a menu item 
[paragraph 50, lines 1-3]. 

6-5. Regarding claim 5, Park teaches the claim of the method wherein the data 
prescribing the user interface for setting the job definition statement contains control 
data for specifying whether the window should display user-definable options, by 
disclosing that a workflow template file can contain <template_script> elements, 
including a set of directives to define the workflow markups [paragraph 56, lines 5-7]. 
The template scripts may modify the workflow forms, onto which a user can enter 
configuration information to create a job specification [paragraph 52, lines 1-4]. 

6-6. Regarding claims 8,21, and 22, Park teaches that the template script can insert 
text into a job specification programmatically [paragraph 59, lines 6-7] using the Perl 
programming language [paragraph 58, line 2] 

Park does not expressly disclose the stencil for the job definition statement 
contains, in accordance with a user selection made via the user interface, a definition 
statement issuing an instruction for generating a job definition statement in which a 
specific description written in the stencil is repeatedly written. 
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However, examiner takes Official Notice that the Perl programming language 
contains loop statements, which can be used to repeatedly write a specific description 
or portion of text. 

Since the template script defines the workflow markups [paragraph 56, lines 6-7] 
used to create workflow forms into which a user enters workflow configuration 
information via a browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4], it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description in the stencil by using the loop 
statements provided by the Perl programming language in order to allow the user to 
have better control of text inserted into the job specification programmatically, since 
examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that the Perl programming language 
contains loop statements. The invention of Park relates to control and administration of 
workflow processes utilized for website development and maintenance. The workflow 
model is an arrangement of tasks to be performed [paragraph 31]. Thus, a loop 
statement would be a more efficient way of repeatedly writing a specific description in 
the stencil. 

6-7. Regarding claim 9, Park teaches the claim of the method wherein the job 
definition statement contains a definition statement for setting a job network that 
executes a stream of a plurality of jobs, by disclosing a <submittask> element that may 
perform a submit operation (to a staging area) on its contained files. If successful, 
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specified successor tasks may be signaled [paragraph 37, lines 14-16]. Thus, a plurality 
of jobs would be executed after the current task is completed. 

6-8. Regarding claim 1 1 , Park teaches the claim of the system further comprising 
means for importing or exporting the stencil for the job definition statement that is 
managed as data in file form, by disclosing that a job may be created through a 
combination of workflow rules defined in a workflow template file (e.g., an XML file) and 
end-user input from the browser interface. The workflow rules of the template and user 
input may be interpreted by a common gateway interface to dynamically create a job 
specification file. Once configured, this technique simplifies the process of defining jobs 
since it provides a browser interface for user input and automatically generates 
separate job specification files for each distinct set of user inputs [paragraph 41, lines 4- 
18]. 

Claim 13 

6-9. Regarding claim 13, Park teaches a computer readable storage medium having a 
program comprising code for generating a job definition statement based on contents 
set by a user via a user interface in accordance with a stencil for the job definition 
statement and data prescribing the user interface for job definition statement setup, by 
disclosing a technique for creating a job that automatically generates separate job 
specification files for each distinct set of user inputs [paragraph 41, lines 15-18] by using 
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a workflow template file (containing a template script) along with user input [paragraph 
41, lines 4-7]. 

Park teaches data prescribing the user interface for job definition statement 
setup, by disclosing that a job may be created through end-user input from a browser 
interface [paragraph 41, lines 4-7]. 

Park teaches that the stencil and the data prescribing the user interface for job 
definition statement setup are stored in a computer-readable storage medium, by 
disclosing that a development server includes a conventional memory and a 
conventional processor which implements the website development methods of the 
present invention by executing software stored in memory [paragraph 21, lines 1-5]. 
Thus, the workflow template files, scripts, and forms are stored in memory, prior for 
generating data for executing the process. 

Park teaches wherein the data prescribing a user interface for job definition 
statement setup is used to produce a user interface for generating a job definition 
statement, by disclosing that the browser creates one or more workflow forms 
[paragraph 52, lines 1-4], which are created based on information in a workflow 
template file [paragraph 49, lines 2-5]. Data is entered by users based on the rules in 
the workflow template file and configuration instructions to create a job specification 
[paragraph 49, lines 5-11]. Thus, the workflow template file contains data prescribing a 
user interface for job definition statement setup. 
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Park teaches that a template script can insert text into a job specification 
programmatically [paragraph 59, lines 6-7/ using the Perl programming language 
[paragraph 58, line 2]. 

Park does not expressly disclose the stencil for the job definition statement 
contains, in accordance with a user selection made via the user interface, a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description written in the stencil. 

However, examiner takes Official Notice that the Perl programming language 
contains conditional statements, which can be used to invalidate a specific description 
or portion of text. 

Since the template script defines the workflow markups [paragraph 56, lines 6-7] 
used to create workflow forms into which a user enters workflow configuration 
information via a browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4], it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description in the stencil by using the conditional 
statements provided by the Perl programming language in order to allow the user to 
have better control of text inserted into the job specification programmatically, since 
examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that the Perl programming language 
contains conditional statements. The invention of Park relates to control and 
administration of workflow processes utilized for website development and 
maintenance. The workflow model is an arrangement of tasks to be performed 
[paragraph 31]. As disclosed in [paragraph 58], Perl code may be used to inspect 
incoming data and execute coded rules based on this data. Thus, enforcing regulations 
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with conditional statements to control the workflow based on user input would be 
beneficial. 

Park teaches a plurality of information processing devices that execute a policy 
command action concerning the same job, by disclosing that a job may need to be 
reviewed and approved by a certain number of users [paragraph 12, lines 9-14]. Thus, 
users on multiple devices may execute a policy command action to approve or 
disapprove a specific job. 

Park teaches the stencil for the job definition statement defines an environment 
variable commonly referenced by all policy command actions that are written as a 
lower-level elements for a root policy rule, by disclosing that the template script 
elements that make up the workflow template file contains code that can define rules 
that validate user-entered data, define custom error messages to be displayed when 
data validation rules are not satisfied, and inspect incoming data and execute coded 
rules based on this data (for example, when an author's name is "Andre" three 
approvers may be required, whereas, when the author's name is "Jon" only one 
approver is required) [paragraph 58], In order to determine the number of approvers, 
there inherently needs to be an environmental variable that is commonly used by all 
policy actions involving whether or not a reviewer has approved or disapproved a job. 

Park does not expressly teach the environment variable being a global variable. 
However, Examiner takes Official Notice that global variables are well known in Perl and 
are used to avoid having to pass frequently-used variables continuously throughout 
several functions. Since Park teaches that if a workflow template file contains more than 
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one template_script element, all variables, functions, and libraries set in one element 
are preferably available in others [paragraph 57], it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to include the use of global 
variables among the elements, since Examiner takes Official Notice that global 
variables are well known in Perl and are used to avoid having to pass frequently-used 
variables continuously throughout several functions. 

Park teaches wherein the policy command action is capable of setting an initial 
value for the global environment variable because Perl is capable of assigning an initial 
value for global variables. 

Claims 16-20 

6-10. Regarding claim 16, Park teaches a storage system which includes a storage 
device [figure 1, reference character 11 2] tor storing data for use in an operation server 
and a management server [figure 1, reference character 104] tor managing the 
operation of the storage device, defining a job targeted for execution as a policy rule, 
and executing a process in compliance with the policy rule (server "104" implements the 
methods of the invention disclosed by Park [paragraph 21, lines 1-4J), the storage 
system comprising a storage section configured to store information about data 
concerning the policy rule and data prescribing a user interface for setting the policy 
rule, by disclosing that a job specification file may describe a single job and may be 
stored in the memory 112 [paragraph 34, lines 5-7]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/649,307 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2173 

Park teaches a policy wizard GUI (browser interface used to create a job 
specification file [paragraph 50, lines 1-3]) which is configured to read the element 
attribute information about a policy rule from the storage section, process an element of 
a wizard page defining a guidance window for policy setup, and generate a wizard 
window, by disclosing that based upon the workflow markup, the instantiator CGI 
creates one or more workflow forms into which a user can enter workflow configuration 
information via the browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4]. The workflow forms are created 
based on information in a workflow template file [paragraph 49, lines 2-5]. Data is 
entered by users based on the rules in the workflow template file and configuration 
instructions to create a job specification [paragraph 49, lines 5-11]. Thus, the workflow 
template file contains data prescribing a user interface for job definition statement setup. 

Park teaches the policy wizard GUI configured to enter policy rule setup 
information via the user interface in compliance with an instruction displayed by the 
generated window, by disclosing that the user enters workflow configuration information 
via the browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4], which is verified and if the input does not meet 
all necessary criteria, the interface re-prompts the user so that data can be re-entered 
[paragraph 53, lines 1-7], the configuration information used to create a job specification 
file [paragraph 54, lines 1-5]. 

Park teaches the policy wizard GUI configured to generate a policy rule in 
accordance with the information entered via the user interface, by disclosing that the 
browser interface is used to create a job specification file [paragraph 54, lines 1-5]. 
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Park teaches that a template script can insert text into a job specification 
programmatically [paragraph 59, lines 6-7] using the Perl programming language 

o 

[paragraph 58, line 2]. 

Park does not expressly disclose the stencil for the job definition statement 
contains, in accordance with a user selection made via the user interface, a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description written in the stencil. 

However, examiner takes Official Notice that the Perl programming language 
contains conditional statements, which can be used to invalidate a specific description 
or portion of text. 

Since the template script defines the workflow markups [paragraph 56, lines 6-7] 
used to create workflow forms into which a user enters workflow configuration 
information via a browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4], it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a definition 
statement for invalidating a specific description in the stencil by using the conditional 
statements provided by the Perl programming language in order to allow the user to 
have better control of text inserted into the job specification programmatically, since 
examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known that the Perl programming language 
contains conditional statements. The invention of Park relates to control and 
administration of workflow processes utilized for website development and 
maintenance. The workflow model is an arrangement of tasks to be performed 
[paragraph 31] As disclosed in [paragraph 58], Perl code may be used to inspect 
incoming data and execute coded rules based on this data. Thus, enforcing regulations 
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with conditional statements to control the workflow based on user input would be 
beneficial. 

Park teaches a plurality of information processing devices that execute a policy 
command action concerning a same job, by disclosing that a job may need to be 
reviewed and approved by a certain number of users [paragraph 12, lines 9-14]. Thus, 
users on multiple devices may execute a policy command action to approve or 
disapprove a specific job. 

Park teaches the stencil for the job definition statement defines an environment 
variable commonly referenced by all policy command actions that are written as a 
lower-level elements for a root policy rule, by disclosing that the template script 
elements that make up the workflow template file contains code that can define rules 
that validate user-entered data, define custom error messages to be displayed when 
data validation rules are not satisfied, and inspect incoming data and execute coded 
rules based on this data (for example, when an author's name is "Andre" three 
approvers may be required, whereas, when the author's name is "Jon" only one 
approver is required) [paragraph 58]. In order to determine the number of approvers, 
there inherently needs to be an environmental variable that is commonly used by each 
policy action involving whether or not a reviewer has approved or disapproved a job. 

Park does not expressly teach the environment variable being a global variable. 
However, Examiner takes Official Notice that global variables are well known in Perl and 
are used to avoid having to pass frequently-used variables continuously throughout 
several functions. Since Park teaches that if a workflow template file contains more than 
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one template_script element, all variables, functions, and libraries set in one element 
are preferably available in others [paragraph 57], it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to include the use of global 
variables among the elements, since Examiner takes Official Notice that global 
variables are well known in Perl and are used to avoid having to pass frequently-used 
variables continuously throughout several functions. 

Park teaches wherein the policy command action is capable of setting an initial 
value for the global environment variable because Perl is capable of assigning an initial 
value for global variables. 

6-1 1 . Regarding claim 1 7, Park teaches the claim of the system wherein the policy rule 
set via the user interface is stored in XML format in the storage section, by disclosing 
that the job specification file is in XML format [paragraph 41, lines 2-3]. 

6-12. Regarding claim 1 8, Park teaches the claim of the system wherein a policy 
template, defining data for executing a policy rule generation process in accordance 
with contents set by a user via the user interface, contains information about a policy 
guidance window serving as the user interface and information about a generated policy 
definition XML file, by disclosing a workflow template file contains any or all of the 
elements that are valid in a job specification file. These elements form the set of general 
workflow configuration instructions that are used when the user inputs configuration 
information via the browser [paragraph 56, lines 1-5]. 
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6-13. Regarding claim 19, Park teaches the claim of the system wherein the policy rule 
generated by the policy wizard GUI is delivered to a policy execution engine and 
registered, by disclosing that once a job specification is created, it is instantiated into the 
server and started in the server-side workflow subsystem [paragraph 54, lines 8-10]. 

6- 14. Regarding claim 20, Park teaches the claim of the system wherein the storage 
section stores beforehand information about instances of data concerning the policy rule 
and information about instances of data prescribing a user interface for setting the 
policy rule, by disclosing that a user may select a workflow template for defining a job 
[paragraph 50, lines 1-3]. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Park et al 
(Pub No US 2001/0039594 A1) and Internet Explorer, as taught by McFedries (1997). 

Claim 6 

7- 1. Regarding claim 6, Park teaches the invention substantially as claimed. See 
sections 6-1 and 6-4. Park teaches that based on the workflow markup, the instantiator 
CGI creates one or more workflow forms into which a user can enter workflow 
configuration information via the browser [paragraph 52, lines 1-4]. The workflow 
markup is written in XML [paragraph 41, lines 5-6]. 
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Park does not expressly disclose the data prescribing the user interface for 
setting the job definition statement contains control data for specifying whether or not to 
display a window that can open subsequently to a preceding window depending on a 
user response to the preceding window. 

McFedries teaches that Internet Explorer is capable of opening a link in a new 
window [page 356]. Since Park teaches that the user interface includes using a browser 
window, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Internet Explorer as the browser, since it is widely available 
to many users. Thus, the browser window would contain control data for specifying 
whether or not to display a window that can open subsequently to a preceding window 
depending on a user response to the preceding window. 

Response to Arguments 

8. The Examiner acknowledges the Applicants' amendments to claims 1, 10, 12, 
13, 14, and 16. Regarding independent claims 1, 10, 12, 13, 14, and 16, the Applicants 
allege that Park et al (Pub No US 2001/0039594) as described in the previous Office 
action, does not teach "the information processing system includes a plurality of 
information devices that execute a policy command action concerning the same job", as 
has been amended in the claims. In contrast to the Applicant, Park teaches that upon 
completion of a task, approval of the work performed may be required by one or more 
entities before further work is done to the resulting file or files [paragraph 12, lines 1-3, 
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9-14]. Thus, a completed task may be passed to users on multiple development stations 
that may execute a policy command action to approve or disapprove a specific job. 

Applicants allege that Park, as described in the previous Office action, does not 
teach "the stencil for the job definition statement defines a global environment variable 
commonly referenced by all policy command actions that are written as lower-level 
elements for a root policy rule", as has been amended in the claims. In contrast to the 
Applicant, Park teaches that the template script elements that make up the workflow 
template file contains code that can define rules that validate user-entered data, define 
custom error messages to be displayed when data validation rules are not satisfied, and 
inspect incoming data and execute coded rules based on this data (for example, when 
an author's name is "Andre" three approvers may be reguired, whereas, when the 
author's name is "Jon" only one approver is reguired) [paragraph 581 . In order to 
determine the number of approvers, there inherently needs to be an environmental 
variable that is commonly used by each policy command action written for each 
template script element that make up the workflow template file. The variable would be 
used to determine if the correct number of reviewers approved the job. Park does not 
expressly teach the environment variable being a global variable, rather than a local 
variable, that is referenced by all policy command actions that are written as lower-level 
elements for a root policy rule. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that global 
variables are well known in Perl and are used to avoid having to pass freguently-used 
variables continuously throughout several functions. Since Park teaches that if a 
workflow template file contains more than one template script element, all variables, 
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functions, and libraries set in one element are preferably available in others [paragraph 
571 it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to include the use of global variables among the elements, since 
Examiner takes Official Notice that global variables are well known in Perl and are used 
to avoid having to pass freguentlv-used variables continuously throughout several 
functions. 

Applicants allege that Park, as described in the previous Office action, does not 
teach "each policy command action is capable of setting an initial value for the global 
environment variable", as has been amended to the claims. In contrast to the Applicant, 
Park teaches that a template script can insert text into a job specification 
programmatically [paragraph 59, lines 6-7] using the Perl programming language 
[paragraph 58, line 2], Perl is capable of assigning initial values for global variables and 
thus, Park teaches the limitation as claimed. 

Applicants state that dependent claims 2-6, 8, 9, 1 1 , and 17-22, recite all the 
limitations of the independent claims, and thus, are allowable in view of the remarks set 
forth regarding independently amended claims 1, 10, 12, and 16. However, as 
discussed above, Park is considered to teach claims 1, 10, 12, and 16, and 
consequently, claims 2-6, 8, 9, 11, and 17-22 are rejected. 

The Applicants 1 arguments have thus been considered, but are not persuasive. 
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Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin H. Tan whose telephone number is 571-272-8595 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 9:30-7 and alternating Fridays 
9:30-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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